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Summary 



At the iMiversity of Mdrylancf there were many 'rumors of community resent- 
ment of the events "bccurring on the Colleg^e PaTk campus snf in thp town of 
College Park during May, 1^7^. The purpose of this'study was. to explore the 
percept I d^ns 6f t[*e College Park cofnniunity toward campus wnrest and to compare 
these perceptions^ to student perceptI6ns of the same events, A sarpple of 101 
Vandomly selected ^College PSrk resi dents* wrfre apdrnfrfi stered a questionnaire. 

^ Results indicated that they felt .poli1:e use of force was «-easonable and that 
there were isolated incidents of vLoljeoce by demonstrators aga inst-pol ice, ^^and 
they expressed >ome/co'ncerji about possible damage to the i r^ property. They also 
tended to feel that ,the University administration was too .'Menient in handling 

^the crisis,'^ and that the Governor. shouJd handle demonstrations in a somewhat 
tough. manner . The item that perhaps evoked the strongest response copcerned 
the blocking of Ro^te I (the-main highway through College Park} by the demon- 
strators. Only 9% of the sample felt that this action was prob^ably justified 
(se^ Jable 0- ^ . / ' . ^ 

T^ble 2* shows that the total sample most agreed with statements that 
stuSents should Jbe encouraged toi^ work for change i n orderly ways, that "radical 
and outride dgita'tors'^ had caused the disturbances* . and that American combat 
personnel should\be withdrawn at a rate not endangering th^ government of 
South Vietnam. The saftiple disagreed most strongly with statements that any 
type of protest is reasonable as long as the goals are juStKfied, that -racial 
tension^ spring fever, or domestic and economic crisis caused^'the disturbances, 
that the, presence of tl*e National. Guard intensified the violence,, or that 
military aid and troops should be wi thdrawn .f rom S.E. Asia now (see Table 2). 

Differences between libera'ls and conservatives and older and younger^ 
residents werei!als6 presented and discussed. ^Researchers were given a Vef y 
sitive receptioj^ by community residents and the long term benefits of the • 
tudy may be better relations wi the community and a recognition by the 
University and the community that they do have mutual interests and much tO; 
gai n, from coiwnunica ti ng. wlln one:< aiiwltheir * _ ... . 



There ^hdve been several attempts at studying campus unrest through 
• • , * • 

participatory^roles of college students, faculty and admi hj strators .(Petersen, 
1968; Ken IS ton. 1967; Astin, 197'; fc>le and Adamson, 1969) or derrographic and 
personality i/tudies of these same groups (Westby and Braungart, 1966; Katz. 
1967; Lipset, 1967; Flacks. 1967; Washburn. 1^69; Van .ArJdale et aK. 1970; 
Sclffj^S Sedlacek, J97I). 

"^owevir, particularly lacking ha^ve been studies concerning community 
perceptions of campus unrest. ^Studies involving commukfi i ty perceptions of campus 
events include Astin's (1969) exam? nat iog^ of community and institution respon- 
ses to protest, but his results have dealt mainly wi tii Jegal i s t i c or disc!- 
plinary response's by university administrations. Results i>?dicaie high 
correlations between violent protests and arrests and indictmer^ts by cilvil ^ 
authorities.' Nonviolent tactics had no direct relationship to arrest and i n- 
djctment. A study of community a t't 1 tudes toward campus unrest was done by ' 
Wrrthlin and Breglio (1969) and consiste<npf an overview of public attitudes 
towards campus problems in the state of California and a measure of the In- , 
tensity of response to student pr6ytest among various demographic an^ political 
sub-groups. The ^results indicated: u/ that 8l% of those interviewed agreed 
with the statement ''Students who disrupt the orderly process o^ education 
through demonstrations should be immediately expelled/' (2) the more con- 
servative the individual's past voting pattern- the more probable \X was that 
he expjressed an extreme negative att i tude\ toward campus^ protest, (3) the 
higher the individuals level of education, the more probabIe.it was that 
he expressed a less negat i ve .at t i tude , {U) Negroes^were more tolerant of student 
protest. Wirthlin and* Bregl io concluded that student unrest seems to have 
created a rallying point for the more conservatfve elements of society/ 
^ At the University of Maryland thtfre were many rumors of communi ty * resent- 



ment of the events occurring on the Co) lege Park campus and In the town, of 
College Park during^y, 1970. However there have been no systemat i c .studies 
of community perceptions of -such events, nor of community feelings toward the 
University. The puspose of this study was to explore- the perceptions of the 
College Park community toward campus Ajnr«t and to compare these perceptions 
to previously obtained student perceptions of the same events. 

It was decided that the study by Wirthlin and Bregl io .(1969) set a use- 
ful model, to follow. For this reason; some of the hypotheses set in that study 
were retestcd tp^ see whether the resul^^would be equally valid in a diff^i^nt 
community, in a di ff4rent geographical area^ and at a different time. 
Hypotheses: ^ I . the more conservative the individual, the more probable it will 
be that he will fee3 riegatjvely toward campus protest, 2. older residents will 
feel more negat i vel y • than younger residents, 3^ College Park residents will 
generally feel negati vely;^bout student protest. >^ 



^ V Method 

Variables ' 

The variables stOdied were: 1 i beral -conservat i ve sel f-rati ng^of the 
resfdwts, pal i t icat-party tdertti float ion. 'education, age, income, sex, race, 
and attitudes and behavior related to campus disruptions ^nd the war in Vietnam, 

Procedure^ 



Col lege' Park has a population of about 27,000. A sample of 101 persons 

was selected from the telephone directory* by means of a random sampling 

method. Both male and female residents were Included, and to maximize the 

likelihood of getting both sexes in the sample, an effort was made to i'nter- 

wiew residents in the evening when males were home as well as during the day 

* Although past studies note that telephone owners are not representative 
of the public at large^ it was felt tf&t nearly all College Park residents 
had telephones. 
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when women were Mkely to be l^ome. To fully assess community attitudes^ an 
attempt was made to" eliminate full time students at the University from the 
1 sample • Subjects were approached by Counseling Center representatives who 

explained the purpose of the study ^nd asked them to complete an anonymous 

' ^. 

questlonnalr-e. A 10b%' sample was attained by randomly selecting one alternate 
person if the original subject could not be contacted. Only two people refused 
to complete the questionnaire. Researchers were trained by mean^* of a series 
of briefing sessions, and a pre-test was done which served to reduce any unfor-^ 
seen difficulty (such as experimenter characteristics, unforseen hostility, etc.) 
The primary purpose of the training session was to develop standardized pro- 
cedures iand to' reduce variability due to researchers. 

Data Analysi s ^ ' - 

Responses to categorical items were reported in percentages by total 
sample, age, and political ideology, and analyzed by chi^^^s^u^re. Responses 
to Likert type items were reported in means and standard deviations by total 
sample, age, and political ideology, and analyzed by F. While responses were 
quite diverse, some general statements are possible. 

Resul ts 

Generally, people in the total sample had lived in College Park for three 
or more years, were not connected with the University, were about half home 
owners and half renters, were moderates, were Democrats or independents whp 
voted more for Nixon than Humphrey in 1968t with more than half having completed 
college, wrth a median income of about $1I,OO0l^ and a median age of about 35. 
The sample was 91% white; and about half male and half female (see Table I). 
The siinple tended to get their information about the demonstration from TV and 
newspapers, although l6% got firsthand information. They generally felt that 
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th* police use of force was rej$tff>eble end thet -there were isolated fncldents 

., ' • ► t ' 

^ of violence by demonstrators against. police^ and expressed iome concern about 
possible dmmmgm to the? r property. They slso tended to feel that the Univer- 
sity •dministretloin- w«5 too •'jenJent' in handling the crisis," and that the 
• Governor should handle demonstrations in a somewhat tough i.woner. The. item 
that perhaps evoked tlj* strongest response concerned the blocking of Route 1 
, (the main highway through Coll^ege Park) by the demonstrators'. Only 9% of the 
sample felt that this action was probably justified (see Table 1). , 

Jable 2 shows that the total sample most agreed with statemelits that 
students should be encou^raged t6 ^work for change in orderly ways, that ''radicals 
and outside agitators" had caused the disturbances; and that American combat 
• personnel should be withdrawn at a rate not endangering the government of South 
vYetoam. the sample di*sagreed most strongly with statements that any type of 
protest is reasonable as long as the goals are justified, that racial tension, 
spring fever, or domestic and economic crisis oaused the di sturbances* that 

the presence of the National Guard intensified the violence, or that mil'itary 

II 

aid and troops should be withdrawn from S.E. Asia now (sec Table 2)* 

if beret vs Camervytfve 

Compared to con^ervati ves, liberals (item 4) tended to: be^ I ndep^r\def*ts 

(#s opposed to Repubjl icans) ; feel that the police used excessive force ; feel 

that violence by demonstrators aCfdinst police was isolated not widespread; feel 

that blocking Route 1 was justified; ^nd ^hat the Governor should handle dis- 

. ■ \ 

tur;l>ances in a somewhat tolerant manner (see Table 1). Table 2 shows tlH^ 

conservatives ^fere more ifkely to feel that: disrupters should. bie expelled, she 

National G^rd made the campus s^fer; national security increased with the 

deployment of new missiles; we must have military yictory in S.E. Asia; Selec* 

tive Service is a good idea; the president should be supported in all circum- 
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< ,st«r>c#s: and that outside it9'tators caused the disturbances* 

Liberals^ on the other hand, were more likely to feel that: National 
Guard Intensified the violence; campus police should not wear f I rearms; 
military aid and troops should be withdrawn from Asia now; the Univer- 

sity should not accumulate non*acadmiic records on students; and that foreign 
policy, domestic and economic crisis and student frustrations wi th Uni versi ty 
administration caused the disturbances. 

4 

Younger vs Older Residents 

Younger residents (21-30) as opposed to older residents, (^1-50) tended 
to: have lived less time in the community; be renters; be more educated; and 
to have viewed the disruptions first hand (Table I). On attitude items (Table " 
2) younger residents were more likely to feel that the National Guard intensi- 
fied the violence, and that foreign policy caused the- di sturbafices . Older 
residents, however, tended to feel that disrupters should be expelled, that 
the National Guard made the campus safe and that outside agi tators^and sprihg 
fever caused the disruptions. 

D< scussion 

Obviously there is a^reat range of opinion among College Park residents. 
It is possible to state general conclusions, but these data sugg"est that we 
cannot stereotype the attitudes and feelings of community residents. The issue 
which evoked the strongest reaction from residents was the blocking of Route K 
This action had the effect of hurting businesses on the street and of preventing 
residents from having easy access to their homes apd jobs. Thus there is . 
evidence that such an action could be counterproductive for those exprressing 
dissent. Another potential myth that should be dispelled is that residents 
>»ere "up in arms*' about the disturbances. There was some concern expressed 
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but «9«ln « Mid* r«ng« of opinion mas gtv«n. 'However. !^ should b{ r«c«ll«d 
th«t the d«t« wer^|bthered $•« months •fter th« dJsturb«nc«<. Feclinfls m«y 
h«v« cooled jn the Interim. The self selected lebels of liberal end conserve- 
tlve differentiated residents on many items in • predicted direct fon, It is 
Interesting to note how e single i tern eel 1 ing for e -sef* appetetion can so 
clearly differentiate tvio groups on other Items. The liberals seeing |he 
society and University at fault, with the conservatives placing the fault with 
the demonstrators themselves, seems to represent the essence of each position. 
Age also serves to differentiate respondents with fewer significant differences-^ 
than Ifberal-conservative, but with the *ame general pattern. The fact that 
younger residents relled^n fLrM. hand knowledge more in expr«$tng thel r opi nl ons 
IS also^^in^el^ting and may reflect a d4fference in life style, with older 
residents more content to let others tell them what Is happen J ng, wh I le younger 
residents want to see for themselves more . However conservatives were more likely 
to view the demonstrations first hand than were liberals. .Perhaps significant 
for future policy decI:|rons are the opi n Ions expressed about police Interven- / 
tion. The majority of the residents felt that early'^use of police force was 
unnecessary but that continued demon^ratlons would necessitate their deploy-*^ 
ment. However self-described conservatives and older residents felt that police 
should be used unconditionally. Many liberal residents felt that police should 

# 

not* be used u^der any circumstances. 

Students (N-5.67I) at the University were administered some of the same 
a 

Items^obe or two months earijer (Kimball and Sedlacek. 1971). Generally 
students were more liberal (36% vs 24%) and radical (5% vs none) and less 
moderate (36% vs^^SS^O than College Park resident*. Each group^contai ned about 
the same percentage of conservatives vs 15%). St+Zdents generally respond- . 

ed similarly to the liberal College Park sample with respect to the war and to ' 

ERiC / 10 ^ ' ^ . 
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e«utet th« dl iturb«n€««. On th« Utter point, Kimb«ll and $«dl«c«k (t97l) « 
found that^SOX of th« M«ryUnd student body h#d part^ct^t^d In a d^monfttT«« 
t ion thin thm last ymmr. If w« •x«mln# the 9«n«r«t feelings of Cdllego Perk 
residents that redtcels end outstde^e9l tetors ceuseJ" (Iim» di tturbences » wm heve 

• potftlbU di«cr*p«ncy t>«twf«n f«ct «nd f*«llnq. Cfther Coll«9« Ftk r«s(d«nt» 

» 

f«tt-that 50% of th« students are radical or h-.4/0r gulHbU In following out- 
*slde agitetors or they ere seriously mi sperceS vl ng the numbers end kinds of 
people ^engaging in demonstrations. Of course^ St could be that aijy given 
demonstration had relatively few participants, but over the yeer the total 
cumulated to 50%. Of course, one must also distinguish between rlot^ and peace* 
ful demonstrations and the connotation and definition of the word demonstra- 
tion by students and commuoity residents Is not known, it should be edded 
that the reception gJven the reseer.chers was overwhelmingly positive. Host 
'people were pleased thet the University cered whmt they thought about such 
issues and 46 specifically requested results of the sttHy. A twi'ief initial 
summary and copy c^f the final report was sent to all those revesting one. 
Offtciels of College Park were also pleased with the study, expressino them- 
selves directly at an open meeting on campus to which they were invited. Thus 
the long term benefits of the study may be better relations with the comnunity 
and a recognition by the University and Che community that they do have mutual 
interests and much to gain from communicating wi^h one another. 
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Table 1 



Percent* Responses^tp/Categorical Items** 



2. In which category are you?"' | (A) 
, 1. A business owner 
2. A home owner , • 
•3. Rent a home' or apartment . 
4. Other (specify) 



50 

mmX 



33 
67 



.3. Are you:. ' . 

l Faculty at the University 7 
2. Staff at the University (specify 

position) . 1 k 

'3. Pa^t-time student . 3 

' 4. Full-time student ^ .' 2 
5. Not connected with the University , 83 

# . 

4. I generally consider myself a:(L-C) . 

1. Reactionarjf. ' -•: 

2. Conservative" * 15 

3. Hoderate f 58V 
4: Liberal ' . I ' 24 

5. -Radical « 

6. Other (Please specify) 2 



4 

■'8 
4 

71 



100 



7 

53 
40 



7 

mm 
mm 

93 



100 



Age 



68 \ 



81 



16 
46 
■32 

5 



Age 



'Item ■ 


Total 


Liberals 


Conservatives 


'21-30 


, ' 41-50 


(N«101). 


(N=24) 




(H7) 


,(N-22), 




% 










Jow long have you Hved .'in College Park? 










« 


I. Less than one year ; • • (A) 


1 ' 


HI ■ 


^ 7. 


■IS 




2. 1-3 years 


33 


*46 


27 


' 51 


18 


3. 3-10|ars , " ' , , 


30 


• 25 


33 


19 ' 


32 . 


4. Over r& years ' - , 


30 


13 


33 


N 


■50 



82 
18 



91 



9 



77 

14 . ' 



* Total percents tlo not always equal 100 due to rounding and no response. 

** Differences between groups using (.05 level) are noted after each item.; .L-C'» differences between liberals 
^and conservatives' and A'differences between age groups. \ . , 
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Item 



\ ■ Table 1 Continued 

Percent* Responses to Categorical Items** 

< Total LiberaJs Conservati*'^ 

i ' im . (Mk) ' , (N.15) 

/ r ■ % ■ A 



39 ; 


• 21 . 


ifO 


19 




47 


36 


71 ' : 


13, 


5 






2 







5. I «suall\ consider myself a: (L-C) 
, I. OefflMrat 

, 2.; ReaAl:i(fan! 

3-' Iwependent . . 

•5.'Minterested in politics 

6. My.fainny income is (estima.teofiour ... 

' faai I y's 'yearly income): * ' 

, 1. $4,000 or less * /• 4 • . 

'2.. $4,001 to $6,000" . , 3 8 / '1 

' 3. $6,001 to $8,000 ' ^ 10 8 ^ ^ ■■ 20 

•4. $8„00I to $10,000 22 33 7 

" 5. $10,001 to $20;000 ' 50 42 



7. In the li68;pr^si((ential election I 

voted for: 
'1. W.xofi, 

2. Humphrey 
' 3. Wallace 
, ,4. Other (Specify),. 
.5. Did not vote 

^0. J n„4iiy education', . I completed; (A) 

1. Elementary 'schdo I . ' 

2. ^^unior. High School /' 

3. ■High schools 
4., College " ' 

. 5s>Pfeslonal or Graduate Schoil 
',^'^the» (specify) 

i :- v. \ 



40 

8. Don't know . -"y i ' x ] 



6. $20,001 to $30,000 7 '8 ' ' 7 

7. Over $30,000, ^ 2 ' / 



39 


13 


40. 


31 


.46; , 


. r . 33 


4 




13 


2 


8 




2J 


33 




3 




'l 


40. . 


29 


40 


31 


25 . 


■ 47' 


24 ^ 


1 38 


; 7 


.3 


,8 ■ 


mm 



Item 



i 



5:Jy «ge is: (A) 
. )• 20 and under 
2. 21-30 
•3.31^ 
4.41-50 
, V5. 51-60 . 
' 6. 6l and over 

* ', . • ".■* 

10. I an: 

Hale / 
; 2. FoMle* 

■ , ■ ■ * / 

11. * li: 

I.White 

2.. Black or Negro 
3y Spanish surnaine* 

4. American Indian 

5. Oriental ♦ . 
• 6. Other [Specify) 



Table I Continued ■ 
Percent* Responses to Categorical Items** * 
Liberals 

% 



to^al 
(N«101)' 



r 
4 \ 



I' 

37 
22 
22 
II 
7 



51 
49 



91' 
.3 
2, 

2 
1 



2, What was your major source of (fl^ 
\ 'nfamidt ion about the demonstrations? ; 

. I. Washington newspapers, • 24 

2. Radio . ' j? 

^' . ' [ - 31 

4. Otfier^newspapers, magazines 1 

•. 5. First hand view ' ■ 16 

' ,6. Other (s|jecify) " ' n 

■ 7- Old not hear about them , i 



50 

21 

4 



'54- 
46 



4 

mm , 

8 



17 
21 

33 

4 

13, 
13 



Conservatives 



7 

40 
7 

J3 
13. 
20 



■33 
60 

■93 
■■7. 



13 

mm 

40 

mm 

21 
.13 
'7 



Item I 



Table 1 Continued , 
Percent* Responses to Categorical Items** 

Total Liberals Conservatives 
(N=IOi) m (Nxl5) 



13. From what you have seen, heard or read, 
^ was the police us? of force: ,(L-C) 
. 1. Not enough 

2. Reasonable, in view of the ' - 

situation , 
p. Sanewhat, excessNe * 
|4. Greatly excessive, to the point of 
^ brutal i/y , 
. 5. Don't know • 



1 



% i 



15 

i 


> 

mm 

1 ' 


33 


50 


hi ' ' 


53 


.20 . 


30 , 

1 


, • 7 


2, • 




■ ■ 


13 


.21 , . 


7 



]hi what is your impfession of th^'use of 

violence against police 'by demonstrators? (L-C) 
I. Violence by^nstrators against' 
police did not occur 
. 2. Therf were isolated incidents of 
violence by demonstrators against 
police- 

3. There was widespread* use of violence 
by dajgitrators against police 



k: Don' 



15. How did you feel when. you first heard (L-C) 
•^boi/t' the blocking of Route I by the 
^demonstrators? Did you^feel that it was: 

1. Definitelyjustified 

2. Probably justified 

3. Probably unjustified 
Definitely unjustified 

5. Don't know , 



61 

10 
25 



9" 
23 
•60 

'•6 



71 

k 
21 



25 
25 
38 
13 



33 

20 

hi 



7 

73 
13 



20 



Item 



Table I Continued 

Percent* Responses to Categorical Items** 

■Total Liberals Conservatives 
(N-lOl) m . (N.I5) 



16. If you can remember your opinions wfiile ' 

the demonstrators were blocl(ing^jloute I, 
did you feel that: ' 

I. Police should be used to remove them ' 
without an)( offers. of concession 31 \: ^ 4* 

!• 2. Police should not be used If they were ' • ' 

willing to compromise; 'but should be 

used if they insisted on staying 52 54 

3. Police should not be used under any ♦ 

circumstances ' ' c 17 • 

■ Don't know . ' • ,J ;( 

IZ. Vere ifou « any time concerned about de-* ' • , ' ' 

structlon (or damage) of any of your • i 

property? . ' 
I. Very wch concerned 7 4 H 

2.. Somewhat concerned. 27 I7 47 

• 3. Sonewhat unconcerned 22 - ^ I7 )( 

i" Totally unconcerned 35 qn \l 

*5. Don't know ■ . » '3 



* 



1 , 


4 


27 


17 


22 - - 


17 


35 


50 


7" » 


8 


36 





'3 . 



18. What Is your overall opinion of 'the way tlH 
University administration handled the crisis? 

1. Too leniently , . 35 ^ 

2. Adequately 28 38 
.Too harshly . 6 21 

• 4. Don't bow . 28 . 29 27 

19. How should the id.eal pSblic official such as 

.the Governor handle disturbances on col legi 

♦ campuses? (L-C) ^ „ " V 

1. In a very tolerant manner '13 25 

2, In a somewhit tolerant manner 3) 54 I3 
. 3. In a soriiewhat tough manner 39 1, 53 

4. In a very tough manner 13 I 2o" 

5. Don't know • ' 2 7 . 



• Table 2. " . ' 
Heans ind Standard Deviations for (.Ikert I tens* 

' ' \ ' ' ' ' Age A e 

Total Group ' Liberal * Conservative 21-38' ^% ' 

. ' . (N-JOO \ (N-24) (N.15) (N-37) (N.22) . 

Hean S.D. \ Mean S.D. Mean S.O. Mean S.O. Mean S.D. 

* ' * ♦ 

20..Students who disrupt the orderly' ' , 

process of education through den- \ 
oflstrations should be iinediately \ 

. 2.41 1.37 \ 3.23** 1.34 i.j&o**^ 0.91 2.76** I.50 1.95-^- 1:36 

21. Students should be encouraged to \ ^ *' • 
*»rk' for change in an orderly • / * , \ 

. • 1.40 0.60 \l.35 0.49 1.53 0.52'* 1.40' 0.77 1.50 oisi 

22. Any type of protest act includ- f • *^ 
ing htfiing buildings I $ reason- 

able a^ long as the goals are V 

Justified. ' 4.64' 0.61 • 4.26 '0.81 ^73 0.46 4.74 O.56 4.73 0.55 



23. During the disruptions last soring. 

the presence of the national ' ' , ' 

• Guard Intensified the violence. 3-36 I.06 2.62^ ).12 3-71** 0.91 3.06** 1.14 3.734*0.88 

24. - After the disruptions last spring, ^ ' . 

the presence of the National / . •, , 

. Guard made the campus safv. 2.51 0.97 3.'l0;Wr 1.14 2.OO** 1.04 2.81** 1.06 2.l8'>*0.96 

25. Campus pdiice should NOT routine- 
ly wear fireanns on campus. 2.86 1.35 2.26** 1.42 3.20** 1.42. 2.74- I.36 3.14 1.46 

26. We must have victory (in SE Asia). 3.27 1.23 3-90** 1.18 2.36** I.I5 3.56 I.3I 3.10 1. 18 

27. American combat personnel should 
be withdrawn at a rate not endan- 
gering the government of South ' 

Vietnam. > ' 2.24 1.00'. '2.64 1.29 2.07 0.73 2.44 1.11 2.09 0.97 



ERIC 



24. - ■ 25 



Table 2. Continued 



I 



Heans and 'standard Deviations for Likert Items * V 

Age^ , Age 



. y ]^^^^ f'*0"P Liberal Conservative 21-30 itl-so 

• Hea'rf ' . ' ■ (^^37) S.22) ' 

HeaivS.O. Heap S.D. Nean S.D. ^^^an S.O, Mean S.O. 

i;^. Military aid and. troops should ^ 

■ be withdrawn now. • 3.36 1.20 . -2 73** 1.35* 3:67** I.I8 ' 3.26 i.l? 3^4 MS 

j29. National security increases ' 

^ with . the deployment of new ^ 

■ . 2.99 1.05 3.'55** 1.06 2.7J** 1.03 3.11 1.13 • 2:89 l.OJ 



30. Hilitary and defense expenses 
. prevent us from meeting domestic 
needs; ' 



2.58 l.2r' 2.23 ,1.45 ' 2|3 1.16 2:51 1.27 l.ll 1.23 



31. .Selective Sen|ce is a^ijobd way 
, to maintain a standing arm^ to 

protect thi c«,ntry. |-, 2.83 1.23 ' 3-59** i.37 2.13« ' J.06 2.91 1.25 2.76 1^22 

32. We sho|d support the/f resident 
I of ouRauntry in all circum- 



• ■ ' 2.911.35 , ' 3.73** ,1.12 2.36** f.39 3-06 1.21 2.64. 1.32. 

33. The source of funds used for .• ' 
alj Uhiversity research should ' • n -7 ' 

' • bemjde b)wn to the l/niversity I 

r'^"-.,^ ; . 'iM 0.98 , 2,59 1.05 2.0f ■ ^83 ■ 2:37 0,97: 2.76 ■ j.W 

34. The University community should , . ' •. ' '■ t 

' know the nature of all Ufiiversity • ' ... . ; • . 

^ res«rchprojects. ; ^ . 2.65 1,04 : ,168' 1.21 2.29 0.99-2.51. 1.21 .2 'k ' 1,1) 

;35. The University administration has ^ ' 

-^-^-neftlierllier^^^^ respon- 

' -slbi 11 ty to accumulate non-academic . 

. records Off students. . 2.98 1.10 : V 2.41^-* 1.14 3.2^^ , 0.9^ B80 139 . ■ i-lS l.'oi 



Table 2, Continued . 



. ' V • ' ■ ; Means ind Standard Deviations foi- Likert Items* . > 

' . '■ • , . ' Age ^ 'Age * 

• '^/^* Jr^"P' • Conservative ' 21-30 'ifl-so . 

■ ^ Mean $.0. Hean S.O. Nean S.O. Hean S.D. ■ HeanvS.O. 

36. Thfr disturbances at Haryland last ..' . ' " ' , <" 
spring were caused by foreign , ^ ' 

poller I. S.E. Asl.. ; 1.59 I.W. "lm*. il,i2 ' 3.I4« 1,03 2.21« 1.04 3.05« 1.00 

37. The disturbances at Maryland last 

spring were caused by domestic | 

and.ecDn«nlc crisis. 3.3^.0? ' 2.91*^v 3.79** 0.89 3;24- t;05 3.50 l.Ol' 

38. The disturbances at Maryland last - • 
, spring were caused by racial' j 

3.57 0.91 ^ 3.32 0.95' 3.6/ 1.23 3.68 .J.S^ 3.73 oi 

'39. The disturbaipces at Maryland last ' T 

spring were caused by student' 

•frustration with ddnlfljftrative ' . ' . ' ' 

co«»wnlcatlon. ' ' ' ; 2.38 1.01 2.05^^ V.21 3.07^ l22' 2.^1 * I.|0 2.27 0.77 

^. Thedlsturbances at Maryland ' ' ' 

last spring were caused by < 

Z**'^^'' • 2.21 1.04 1.87 ■ 1.06 2.06 '0.97 1.64 0.79 

41. The disturbances at Maryland l.ast" ' " 

spring were caused by outside • • « . ' . 

: . .2.20 1.14. 2.77-^ 1.27 1.93** I.03 2.54*-> I.31 1.95*'/o.95 

42. ' The disturbances at Maryland last . ' , . ■ 
spring were caused by spring ' ' . 

; . ^-^^ ''26 3.62 . 1.40 3.71 1.20 3.67** K24 2.90-^ 1.34 



* I'Strongly Agree; 5»Strongly Disagree 
** Significant Differences between means (Liberal vs Conservati;e or Younger ys Older) using F at '05 ,eve,. 



